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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . As a result of the amendment filed on 16 January 2007, claim 39 has been 
amended. Claims 25 - 45 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2: Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 25 - 45 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. In light of the amendment to claim 39, the objection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 25 - 28 and 32 - 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Frega et al. (hereinafter Frega, "A multimedia Bulletin Board in 
WWW environment.", N. Frega, A. Volpentesta, 

<<http://www.ncsa.uiuc.edu/SDG/IT94/Proceedings/CSCW/volpentesta/giuda.html>>, 
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1994) in view of Siefert (US 6,732,358) and in view of Lewak et al. (hereinafter Lewak, 
US 5,544,360). 

6. Regarding claims 25 and 32, Frega teaches a method and apparatus for allowing 
a user to post data about a category: 

providing a web-accessible database modifiable by a user over a public network, 
said database including data entries posted by users of the database (See page 1, 
second paragraph "...text and images are on-line composed by using a front-end WWW 
page, without requiring any user knowledge about HTML."); 

receiving a query over the public network from a user (See page 3, first 
paragraph "The prototype query let the user insert a free number of keywords selected 
in the KSS, linked together with logic operators."); 

displaying to the user a web page responsive to the query, the web page 
including the data entries retrieved responsive to the query (See page 3, third 
paragraph "To make the loading procedure faster and to allow a quick view of the query 
result, images are resized in order to fit them in a page as a fixed-size stamps list."); 

Frega does not explicitly disclose receiving a request from said user to update 
the category in which said web page is indexed in said web-accessible database; 
verifying the authority of the user to modify the web page; allowing the user to change 
the category of said web page to a user- specified category; allowing the user to provide 
a description of the new category; and automatically updating said web page, wherein 
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said category description and data entries associated with said web page are 
associated with said user-specified category in said web-accessible database. 

However, Siefert teaches receiving a request from said user to update the 
category in which said web page is indexed in said web-accessible database (See 
column 17, lines 34-7 "...then the PROVIDER can create a new CATEGORY. The 
PROVIDER does this by choosing the option "OTHER," which is presented when the 
PROVIDER actuates the box labeled "INFORMATION CATEGORY" in FIGS. 41 - 49."); 

verifying the authority of the user to modify the web page (See column 5, lines 53 
- 56 "However, in general, a user will not have such broad access, but only access to 
those PROFILES and RESOURCES for which the user has authorization."); 

allowing the user to change the category of said web page to a user- specified 
category (See column 5, lines 45 - 48 "If the creator of the PROFILE does not find a 
suitable, pre-existing category, then the creator can establish a new category, which is 
added to the system. And see column 17, lines 1 -4 "If the PROVIDER finds the 
CATEGORIES which CLS provides to be unsuitable (these have been created 
previously by other users of the system), then the PROVIDER can create a new 
CATEGORY."); 

automatically updating said web page, wherein said category description and 
data entries associated with said web page are associated with said user-specified 
category in said web-accessible database. (See column 17, lines 7-9 "The new 
CATEGORY is then added to the list of CATEGORIES, and is shown to all users who 
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subsequently elect to view the CATEGORIES." When the users subsequently access 
the web page, the new category will be reflected.) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Frega with that of Siefert because both teachings 
have to do with allowing users to access information that is found in databases, and by 
including the category information as disclosed in Siefert, the database becomes more 
robust by being able to better search the records contained in the various databases 
and by including the web-accessible and public network aspects from Frega, it allows 
for a more robust system by allowing interconnectedness between databases, not just 
the one phone company's database. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to include receiving a request from said user to update 
the category in which said web page is indexed in said web-accessible database; 
verifying the authority of the user to modify the web page; allowing the user to change 
the category of said web page to a user- specified category; and automatically updating 
said web page, wherein said category description and data entries associated with said 
web page are associated with said user-specified category in said web-accessible 
database. 

Additionally, Lewak discloses allowing the user to provide a description of the 
new category (See column 5, lines 10-11 "Each category description is a descriptive 
name defined by the user.") 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a description for the category as disclosed in Lewak because it 
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provides users unfamiliar with the new category more information to make the method 
more effective. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to include allowing the user to provide a description of the new category. 

7 \ Regarding claims 26 and 33, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak 
discloses said act of allowing the user to change the category of said web page to a 
user-specified category further comprises allowing the user to define a new category in 
said web-accessible database. (See Siefert column 5, lines 45 - 48 "If the creator of 
the PROFILE does not find a suitable, pre-existing category, then the creator can 
establish a new category, which is added to the system. And see Siefert column 17, 
lines 1 - 4 "If the PROVIDER finds the CATEGORIES which CLS provides to be 
unsuitable (these have been created previously by other users of the system), then the - 
PROVIDER can create a new CATEGORY.") 

8. Regarding claims 27 and 34, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak 
discloses said data entries include non-textual content. (See Siefert column 12, line 67 
- column 13, line 2 "The information can be visual, as on a computer display. The visual 
can be static, as a graphic or a sheet of text.") 

9. Regarding claims 28 and 35, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak 
discloses said non-textual content comprise graphics. (See Siefert column 12, line 67 - 
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column 13, line 2 "The information can be visual, as on a computer display. The visual 
can be static, as a graphic or a sheet of text.") 

10. Claims 29 -31 and 36 - 38 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Frega, Siefert, and Lewak as applied to claim 28 above, and further 
in view of Edelstein. 

1 1 . Regarding claims 29 and 36, Frega, Siefert, and Lewak teach a method and 
apparatus substantially as claimed. Frega, Siefert, and Lewak do not explicitly 
disclose the act of allowing said user to index said selected entry in said on-line 
database with at least one user-defined keyword. However, Edelstein discloses the act 
of allowing said user to index said selected entry in said on-line database with at least 
one user-defined [author provided] keyword. (See column 2, lines 57 - 61 "Various 
means are used to extrapolate subject areas and other classification schemes, ranging 
from author provided keyword or indexing information..."). It would have been obvious 
at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak with 
that of Edelstein because the references all have to do with allowing users to access 
information that is found in databases, and by including the keyword as disclosed in 
Edelstein, the method is more robust by providing an extra way to categorize and 
locate the information. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to include the act of allowing said user to index said selected entry in 
said on-line database with at least one user-defined keyword. 
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12. Regarding claims 30 and 37, the combination of Frega, Siefert, Lewak, and 
Edelstein additionally discloses the act of allowing said user to add a URL to said entry 
in said on-line database. (See Edelstein column 7, lines 38 - 41 "...a Resource Alias 
Records may include, but is not limited to, the following: the Address (or URL) of the 
Electronic Resource which the Resource Alias denotes...") 

13. Regarding claim 31 and 38, the combination of Frega, Siefert, Lewak, and 
Edelstein additionally discloses the act of said allowing user to add a hyperlink to said 
entry in said on-line database. (See Edelstein column 2, lines 38-48 "In some cases, 
the denotation need not be seen or dealt with by the user, as in the case of hypertext 
links ("hot links") within Internet Web pages... This capability allows users to revisit 
(retrieve at a later time) web pages previously retrieved, as they may have changed.") 

14. Claims 39 - 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Frega in view of Siefert and in view of Lewak. 

15. Regarding claim 39, Frega teaches a web server comprising a web-accessible 
database modifiable by a user over a public network, said database including data 
entries posted by users of the database (See page 1, second paragraph "...text and 
images are on-line composed by using a front-end WWW page, without requiring any 
user knowledge about HTML."); the web server being configured to: 
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receive a query over the public network [electronically] from a user (See page 3, 
first paragraph "The prototype query let the user insert a free number of keywords 
selected in the KSS, linked together with logic operators."); 

display to the user a web page responsive to the query, the web page including 
the data entries retrieved responsive to the query. (See page 3, third paragraph "To 
make the loading procedure faster and to allow a quick view of the query result, images 
are resized in order to fit them in a page as a fixed-size stamps list.") 

Frega does not explicitly disclose a web server for allowing a user to post data 
about a category; receive a request from said user to update the category in which said 
web. page is indexed in said web-accessible database; verify the authority of the user to 
modify the web page; allow the user to change the category of said web page to a user- 
specified category; allow the user to provide a description of the new category; and 
automatically update said web page, wherein said category description and data entries 
associated with said web page are associated with said user-specified category in said 
web-accessible database. 

However, Siefert teaches a web server for allowing a user to post data about a 
category: a web server (See FIG. 1-C); 

receive a request from said user to update the category in which said web page 
is indexed in said web-accessible database (See column 17, lines 34-7 "...then the 
PROVIDER can create a new CATEGORY. The PROVIDER does this by choosing the 
option "OTHER," which is presented when the PROVIDER actuates the box labeled 
"INFORMATION CATEGORY" in FIGS. 41 -49."); 
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verify the authority of the user to modify the web page (See column 5, lines 53 - 
56 "However, in general, a user will not have such broad access, but only access to 
those PROFILES and RESOURCES for which the user has authorization."); 

allow the user to change the category of said web page to a user- specified 
category (See column 5, lines 45 - 48 "If the creator of the PROFILE does not find a 
suitable, pre-existing category, then the creator can establish a new category, which is 
added to the system. And see column 17, lines 1 -4 "If the PROVIDER finds the 
CATEGORIES which CLS provides to be unsuitable (these have been created 
previously by other users of the system), then the PROVIDER can create a new 
CATEGORY."); 

automatically update said web page, wherein said category description and data 
entries associated with said web page are associated with said user-specified category 
in said web-accessible database. (See column 17, lines 7-9 "The new CATEGORY is 
then added to the list of CATEGORIES, and is shown to all users who subsequently 
elect to view the CATEGORIES." When the users subsequently access the web page, 
the new category will be reflected.) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Siefert with that of Frega because both teachings 
have to do with allowing users to access information that is found in databases, and by 
including the category information as disclosed in Siefert, the database becomes more 
robust by being able to better search the records contained in the various databases 
and by including the web-accessible and public network aspects from Frega, it allows 
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for a more robust system by allowing interconnectedness between databases, not just 
the one phone company's database. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to include a web server; receive a request from said 
user to update the category in which said web page is indexed in said web-accessible 
database; verify the authority of the user to modify the web page; allow the user to 
change the category of said web page to a user- specified category; and automatically 
update said web page, wherein said category description and data entries associated 
with said web page are associated with said user-specified category in said web- 
accessible database. 

Additionally, Lewak discloses allow the user to provide a description of the new 
category (See column 5, lines 10-11 "Each category description is a descriptive name 
defined by the user.") 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a description for the category as disclosed in Lewak because it 
provides users unfamiliar with the new category more information to make the method 
more effective. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to include allow the user to provide a description of the new category. 

16. Regarding claim 40, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak discloses the 
web server configured to allow the user to change the category of said web page to a 
user-specified category further comprises allowing the user to define a new category in 
said web-accessible database. (See Siefert column 5, lines 45 - 48 "If the creator of 
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the PROFILE does not find a suitable, pre-existing category, then the creator can 
establish a new category, which is added to the system. And see Siefert column 17, 
lines 1 - 4 "If the PROVIDER finds the CATEGORIES which CLS provides to be 
unsuitable (these have been created previously by other users of the system), then the 
PROVIDER can create a new CATEGORY.") 

17. Regarding claim 41, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak discloses 
said data entries include non-textual content. (See Siefert column 12, line 67 - column 
13, line 2 "The information can be visual, as on a computer display. The visual can be 
static, as a graphic or a sheet of text.") 

18. Regarding claim 42, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak discloses 
said non-textual content comprise graphics. (See Siefert column 12, line 67 - column 
13, line 2 "The information can be visual, as on a computer display. The visual can be 
static, as a graphic or a sheet of text.") 

19. Claims 43 - 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Frega, Siefert, and Lewak as applied to claim 42 above, and further in view of 
Edelstein. 

20. Regarding claim 43, Frega, Siefert, and Lewak teach a web server substantially 
as claimed. Frega, Siefert, and Lewak do not explicitly disclose a web server 
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configured to allow said user to index said selected entry in said on-line database with 
at least one user-defined keyword. However, Edelstein discloses the act of allowing 
said user to index said selected entry in said on-line database with at least one user- 
defined [author provided] keyword. (See column 2, lines 57 - 61 "Various means are 
used to extrapolate subject areas arid other classification schemes, ranging from author 
provided keyword or indexing information..."). It would have been obvious at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak with that of 
Edelstein because the references all have to do with allowing users to access 
information that is found in databases, and by including the keyword as disclosed in 
Edelstein, the server is more robust by providing an extra way to categorize and locate 
the information. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to include the act of allowing said user to index said selected entry in said on- 
line database with at least one user-defined keyword. 

21 . Regarding claim 44, the combination of Frega, Siefert, Lewak, and Edelstein 
additionally discloses the web server configured to allow said user to add a URL to said 
entry in said on-line database. (See Edelstein column 7, lines 38-41 "...a Resource 
Alias Records may include, but is not limited to, the following: the Address (or URL) of 
the Electronic Resource which the Resource Alias denotes...") 

22. Regarding claim 45, the combination of Frega, Siefert, and Lewak, and 
Edelstein additionally discloses the web server configured to allow said user to add a 
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hyperlink to said entry in said on-line database. (See Edelstein column 2, lines 38 - 48 
"In some cases, the denotation need not be seen or dealt with by the user, as in the 
case of hypertext links ("hot links") within Internet Web pages. ...This capability allows 
users to revisit (retrieve at a later time) web pages previously retrieved, as they may 
have changed. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis L. Vautrot whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2184. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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